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At g recent narcoties confer- | trucks v .,Vd to carry the U.5.-
ence, DPresident Nixon de-i bound narcoties are provided
clared dramatically that keep-i by the U.S. nuhtary proaranis
ing narcatics out of the coun-jwhich Mr, Nixon has sworn to
try is “just as imporiant asicut off.
keeping armed emw forces! he eocret documents make
from landing in the U.S” The | clear that the President is put-
President  then unnom*ced,h.m his military pohcnz in
sternly that he would cut oif! N¢ija zhead of the drug inva-
aid to countries whose leadersicion, “The difficulties of un-
“protect the activities of those! dertaling such drastle action
who contribute to our drug| (as aid cutoifs) cannot he over.
preblent” emphasized,” declares ancther

Predictably, these  Dbold!document on Laos, “since, . .
words  drew  clectionvear |[the risk of jeopardizing some
headlinea for the Iresidentipart of the military effort is

and warm approval {rom alhigh”
public alormed over the dr urfl In
danger. Yet classified d u-"\'iv()n also continues to bol-
ments in our possession ‘ho“"ctpr an unstable dietatorship
that the President has refused {with  $240 million worth of
to cut off aid, despite evidence|17.S. aid a year. Yot Cambodia
that certain forcien Icaderslis animportant transshipment
are protecting the drug smug-|point for dope. An intelligence
glets, , document explaing why JMr.
The smuggling operations in| Nixon, however, has no inten-
Laos, for exampie, illustrate(jon in Ca ymabodia of (ar]\jnn‘
the (h[icz enee betw \on_ what {out his threat to cut off aic
Mr. Rixon says in public and| " uyr 17 6 aiq were mthdrawn,
what his inteliigence docu- the government’ bility
ments show in secret. To prop .o, SOvermments ability to

. fwithston unist agores-
up the Souvanna Phouma gov-{ ;- vt"ou;]d %grg 17111210;;10 a fg?ljlse
ernment, he has poured in|> A

3 . o 1"
more than $200 million in mili- point of collapse.
tary aid annually. Yet bis re-|oaizen Smunoglers
ports from the CIA and othery In South Vietnam, as well,
agencies give him every rea-ithe documents attest to-“the
son to cut off this aid. jeorrupticn among government
Says  one document: “Alcivilian, military and police af-
broad spectrum of Lao sociely | ficials, some of whom have
is involved in the narcoticsibeen actively participating in
business, including generals, ithe narcoties {raffic them-
princes, highJevel burcauerais {selves . . . 7 But again there js
and province governors,” no real thought of cutling off
The CIA specifieally advised iaid.
that Laotlan generals are pro-| The seeret documents
viding the transportation for|bluntly give the reason: “Itis

Cambodia, President
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[ punish Vietnam for failure to
[ control druzs. . . "

Fresident Nixon's double
talk on drugs is nowhere more
apparent - than in Thailand
which gets over $100 miilion
in U.S, aid a year.

“We believe that major pu.
nitive measures (such as) with-
drawal of aid, denial of AMost
Favored Nation status, cte.|
... would prebably under-
mine our cooperative relations
with Thailand and jeopardize
ongoing sccurity activities .. .”
says a U.S. intelligence docu-
ment, ;

The  President’s threats
colld also be carried out in
Iran, which the CIA {fears may
soon become & major supplier
for U.S. drug traffickers. But
thie CIA reporis:

“The Shali hag spoken out
on a few occasions ... against
addiction (and) rumors persist
that some members of the
royal family and parliament
are narcotics users. Swiss au-
thorities recently charged an
Iranian Prince who accompa-
nied the Shah to Switzerland
with having transferred pure
opium to Geneva.”

Throughout Latin America,
the same look-theother-way
policy prevails.

President  Nixon, for in-
stance, praised Paraguay for
extraditing a notorious Irench
narcotics smuggler, Auguste
Ricord, 1o face trial in the T0.8.
What Alr, Nixon neglected to
mention was that Ricord was

relinguished only  after we
wrote a series of columns |
about Paraguay’s government- |

Threat

ldrug smugglers 1‘7f’lf‘fhh"“~ g inot in 178, interests ta fmntes backed drug smucgling and

and | mews o ald cutoir, ewen to:after Democratic confressmen

began talking of cutling oft
ald 1o Paraguay {hemselves.

If the DPresident really
wants to do something ahout
Paraguay, he hag CIA reports
that two Paraguavan generals
and the chief of iis secrel po-
lice are abetting the drug
troffic. However, insiders -say
there is no
the $12-million a year
Parazuay.

In Panama, which gets 518

million annually in aid, tha
President has intelligence re-
ports saving: “One of the
more glaring examples of oftj.

cial corruption in the country’

of Panama , . . General Omar

/Torrijos and President Ldnd

appear to be controlling fa¢
tors in the narcotics traffic.” j
All over Latin America, the

intelligence  documents  gsay,
“the greatest detriment to

eflective enforcement is core
ruption. "The corruption” goes
all the way to the top of some
Latin American governments,”
But in Latin America, too,
President Nivon's vows fo cut
off aid to offending lands have
been ignored, The documenis
say explicitly: “Coercive mecass
ures, such as reduction or ter-
mination of AID programs. ...
generally hiave proven to be
ineffective.” :
TFFootnote: The stack of doct
ments in our hands also tells
shimilar tales of rampant drug
aclivity with various kinds of
governnmient collusion or inace<
lion in Afghanistan, Pakistan,
Alexico, Iebanon, India, I’cru,
Bolivia, Iony hong and Sy ‘ria,
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" [Post by columnist Jack Ander-

Hran,

{ing Turkish' farmers to grow
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" By Stanley Karnow
Washington Post Siaff Writer
* . American narcolics special-
ists are privately expressing
seoncern at the prospect of an
Anerease in the jllegal flow of
Iheroin into the United States:
:fx,'om South and West Asia ag,

“ithe supply of drugs from
other foreign sources dwm-
dles j,

Confidential studies ])1 e

\/pared by the Central Intelli-
lgence Agency and other U.S.
“government burcaus warn that

the halt in Turkish opium cul-,

“itivation may spur internation--
fal drug traders to tap fresh
gsources of narcotics in India,

Pakistan, ~Afghanistan and
* Turkey's leﬂd] opium pro-
duetion is scheduled to end
this year as a- Yesult of U.S.

subsidies aimed at encourag-

othm craps.. Most  heroin
reaching Jhe Uniled Statles is
refined in France from opium |;
of Turkish origin, > -
The CIA studies, made
available to The Washington

son, estimate that about half
of the total world raw opium
supply of 2,500 tons is pro- |
duced in India, Pakistan and
Afghanistan. Iranian - oulput
has jumped to 156 tons in 1971
{from ecight tons in 1969, when
Iran legalized opium produc-
tion. .

Until . now, little. of the
opium. grown in South and
West Asia has served as the
raw material for heroin smug-
gled into the United States.
But according to the GIA “the
withdrawal of Turkey from

the illicit world malket”
threatens to attr act_narcotics
merchants seekmg new,

sources of supply.

The U.S gover nment studies
calculate that India produces
about 200 tons of illegal opium
‘per year. Most of this opium
enters a domestic black mar--
ket serving some 300,000 In-
dian addiets, So far, the stud-
ies say, India has not been a

significant HHAWWFO'NR&& hoggl; lesgmﬁém

Fears

STATINTL

2001/03/04 : CIA-RDP80-01
Approved For Release oy orD ‘

6 SEP 1972

e V}:./p;, 3 '.:.v
/Z FEde

The studies caution, how-,
ever, {hat India could become
a supplicr of the U.S. marketl
unless the New Delhi govern-
ment acts to suppress itg in-
ternal narcoties trade. Or as
.one of the reports puts it:

“India is frequently cited in
United Nations bodics ag al
model for confrolled opmml
production and distribution.| ;
i Irom the U.S, Slandpomt this |,
fmyth has been dehmwnlal,
-even though India is not a,
source of U.S. heroin supply.

" “Because the myth absolves:

New Delhi from dealing seri-!
ously with its own addiction|
and traffic, it has heen able to
strike a pose of moral superi-
ority internationally,  "Phig
blocks. U.S.-Indian cooperation
on narcolics matiers and di-

" inefficieney and “official cor-

. drug problem because they

verts India from a potentially
‘useful | role in (chelopnw
effective  multilateral pro-;

grams in ihe United Nations,)
which is a focal point of U.S,
policy strategy.”

The U.S. report urges Umt
actions be undertaken by the
Nixon administration {o “ex-
pose the exislence of JIndia’s
illicit markets,” adding that
“the United States might lose
some good will in the process
of exposure hut not on a scale
to offset the likely gains.”

Turning to Pakistan and Af-
ghanistan, the CIA studies as-
sert that “laxities in law enM
foxccment” in those countries
“appear, to. offer a traffickey
easicr access to {ribal produ.
cers” of opium than in othex
parts of the world.

According to another classi-
fied -U.S. government report,
iPalustdu produces about 175
to 200 tons of illicit opium per
vear, most of it cultivated in
the country’s northwest. (ribal
regions.

The 1(‘1)01‘t blames thc Paki-
stan government’s failures to
supprcss the drug trade on

ruption,” It also points out
that the Pakistan authorities
are unwilling to tackle the

fear

tier fribal areas.”

| states,
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tecalling that “a number of
diplomatic representations™
made by the United States to

had no “appavent effeet,” the
report recommends {hat the
Nixon
“pressures and mducomcnts”
including a halt in U.S. aid ta
persuade  the DPakistanis (o
deal with their drug output.

According to the U.S. stud-
ies, Afghanistan produces he-
tween 100 and 125 tons of
opium a year, cultivated
mainly by Pushtun tribesmen
in the castern parts of the
country. Most of Afghanistan’s
narcoties  output, a “study
is e\pmlod 1llcgfally
“‘;mugg]mg is a way of life i in
Afghanistan,” it says, -

The studv further warns’
that drug networks operating
out of Afghanistan are ripe to
bo taker over by international
traffickers because the Afghan
authorities take a benign atti-

tude toward narcotics traders,

The U.S. ‘study atiributes
“the continuation of the Af-
ghan narcotics {rade to “offi-
cial corruption” as well as to a
Jack of interest on the patrt of
the country’s authoritics.

The report. warns
vigorous . U.S.. actions
might  inerease "Afghan de-
pendence on the Soviet Union,

lacalistic” to expect: Afghani-
stan, which suffers little from
the narcotics problem itself, to’
give. its' solution the h]ghcst
priority in view of the ek-
tremely limited human and fi-
nancml resources of the coun-
try.”

A CIA memorandum issued
on June 9, meanwhile, voiceg

alarm at the gr owth of opium
production and addiction in.
Iran.

The memorandum stresses
that Iran could become a
transit area for illegal drugs
moving - from South Asia to-
ward Western Burope and the
United States. Some 170 tons
of illicit Afghan and Pakistani
opium arc currently smuggled

the Pakistan government have |

administration apply |

Jonly one-fourth
mated 400,000 drug users 1n-‘

_agaihst'
that
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Shab " Muhammad Rey za Pahs
lavi was recently charged hy

the Swiss authorities  with
CaIT, ying oplum to (‘onev
After a 14-vear ban on

opitm output, the'Shah fegal-
ized, the pr oduction of drug m
1969, partly in order to stopa

dmm on the country’s forcigh -

currency
smuggling.

reserves
His

(hrough
decision was

‘Jdenounced by the United Na-
tions at the time as “{ragice”,,

for both Iran and other na-
tions.

Since . then,
memorandum, Iran has regis..
tered about C‘O ,000 narcotics,
addicts. But th)s represents
of the esti-*

the country, <
This year, the memorandum
caleulates, the demand for,
opium in Iran will total about
350 tons—roughly two-thirds®

says the CIA- -

of which will come from do-~

mestic production and the rest”
from contraband supplics.

T he CIA document esti-
mates, however, {hat lranian

lopium production should soon®

satisfly and even exceed inter”
nal needs.
memorandum warns, {he coun-
try could become a narcotics.
exporter and also a dzufr

It further concludes: “It is un-.

transit channel,
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